THE   DEFENCE   OF   DEMOCRACY
difference which Marxist theory is unable to register
or define; but the incapacity of Marxism to detect or
define this change does not diminish its objective
reality.
In the primitive capitalist society of Marx's original
vision the proletariat was a power which made for
righteousness. If, by the familiar analogy, we conceive
this primitive capitalist society as a person and imagine
it as self-conscious, the proletariat would be the force
within it to which the phrase of Matthew Arnold
would literally apply: 'a power in ourselves, not our-
selves, which makes for righteousness'. The proletariat
was within capitalist society, considered as an economic
collective; yet it was outside capitalist society, con-
sidered as a political society. It made for righteousness
because by its simple striving for bare physical sub-
sistence it became disruptive of an iniquitous system
of relations of production. This system was iniquitous:
because a right which had accrued to property because
it accepted social obligations, in a relatively stable
system of life-production, was maintained under a
totally different and revolutionary system of life-
production, in which the social obligations of property
could not be enforced in the old way.
Thus the proletariat was inside the collective and
outside the society. Capitalist society accepted no
responsibility for the proletariat. In order to compel
capitalist society to take social responsibility for the
proletariat, the proletariat struggled to achieve the
democratic franchise: that is, to achieve its own
re-entry into the society from which it had been thrust
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